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FEED THE HUNGRY, STARVE 

TERRORISM 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, last 
week, the Hill newspaper here in Wash-
ington asked CRS, the Congressional 
Research Service, to provide informa-
tion on the cost of the war in Afghani-
stan. 

The CRS reported that it now costs 
the United States about $3.6 billion per 
month, on average, or more than $43 
billion a year. The CRS also reported 
that it costs about $1 million to send a 
U.S. soldier to Afghanistan for 1 year. 
So, if President Obama listens to the 
advice he is getting from some of those 
around him and if he sends 40,000 more 
troops to Afghanistan, the war will 
cost another $40 billion a year, or near-
ly double. 

Yet what have we been getting, I ask 
you, Madam Speaker, for all of that 
money? The answer is: Higher casualty 
rates, a growing insurgency and an Af-
ghan public that increasingly sees 
America as an occupier, not as a lib-
erator. 

This is the result of a fatal flaw in 
our Afghan policy since the war began. 
We have relied far too much on the 
military option alone while, at the 
same time, putting very few dollars 
into what would really work in Afghan-
istan. Instead, what would work is bet-
ter intelligence and better policing to 
disrupt terrorist networks; better gov-
ernance, justice systems, economic de-
velopment, and humanitarian aid. The 
Afghan people desperately need all of 
these to have hope for a better future 
and to have reasons to reject violent 
extremism. 

The supplemental funding request for 
Afghanistan, which I opposed in May, 
was a lost opportunity to take a more 
successful approach to our relation-
ships in Afghanistan as 90 percent of 
the funding went to purely military ac-
tivities while only 10 percent of the 
supplemental funds was devoted to de-
velopment activities and to the civil-
ian surge, which are so badly needed. 
To correct this disastrous imbalance, 
Madam Speaker, America must have a 
foreign policy based on SMART secu-
rity instead of military power alone. 

One of the advantages of SMART se-
curity is that it works to eliminate the 
root causes of violent extremism by 
emphasizing economic development 
and debt relief to the world’s poorest 
countries. The SMART Security Plat-
form for the 21st century, which I have 
proposed in House Resolution 363, calls 
for these policies. 

The need to increase aid to the Third 
World was underscored last week, 
Madam Speaker, when the U.N. Food 
and Agriculture Organization reported 
that a record 1 billion people worldwide 
are now going hungry. The world’s 
poorest and hungriest nations are po-
tential safe havens for violent extrem-
ists. The governments are too weak or 

are too corrupt to keep them out, so 
the extremists are likely to find new 
recruits among the discontented popu-
lations, and those recruits become ter-
rorists by training, and they are 
trained to attack the United States 
and other countries. 

Even if the Taliban fighters in Af-
ghanistan were to disappear into thin 
air today, a new terror threat is likely 
to pop up somewhere else in the world 
where people are hungry, where people 
are desperate. If we do a better job of 
feeding the hungry, we will do a better 
job of starving terrorism, and we will 
take an important step toward restor-
ing our moral leadership in the world. 

I know that President Obama under-
stands this. I urge him to incorporate 
that understanding into his policies 
and to use the effective tools of 
SMART security to make our Nation 
and the world safer. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. JONES addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

AMERICANS WITHOUT HEALTH 
INSURANCE ARE DYING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Madam Speaker, I 
pointed out 2 weeks ago that a Harvard 
study published in a peer-reviewed 
journal established that 44,789 Ameri-
cans die every year because they have 
no health insurance. 

I was surprised to see the reaction in 
some quarters. On talk radio, people 
said, I don’t believe it. It simply isn’t 
true. Somehow, ‘‘I don’t believe it; it 
simply isn’t true,’’ passes for logical, 
intelligent thought these days. But it 
is true. Just a few days ago, a U.S. Sen-
ator said that he wasn’t sure whether 
it’s true that 44,789 Americans die 
every year because they have no health 
insurance. Well, if it were me and I 
wasn’t sure, I would err on the side of 
caution. 

Be that as it may, since the health 
debate now turns upon whether we are 
willing to change things in order to 
make America a better place to pro-
vide useful, affordable and comprehen-
sive health care and to stop this ter-
rible national tragedy where 122 Ameri-
cans die every single day because they 
have no health insurance, I make the 
following modest proposal. 

I think it dishonors all of those 
Americans who have lost their lives be-

cause they have no health coverage— 
by ignoring them, by not paying atten-
tion to them and by doing nothing to 
change the situations that led them to 
lose their lives. So I make this simple 
proposal: 

I propose that we identify them. I 
propose that we honor their memories 
by naming them. They, themselves, 
can no longer speak, but their families, 
the ones who love them, can speak. So 
I’ve established a Web site called 
namesofthedead.com. 

I invite to it all of those people 
who’ve suffered the terrible tragedy of 
losing a loved one, whether it be of a 
son or a spouse or an uncle or a mother 
or a father. For all of us who’ve lost 
somebody close to us because they had 
no health coverage, because they had 
no health insurance and because they 
died, I propose that we all go to this 
Web site, namesofthedead.com, and 
that we name them, that we honor 
them, that we cherish their memories, 
and that we show our respect for their 
memories by simply naming them. 

I also make the following modest 
proposal: that we all look forward to a 
day not too far in the distant future 
when we honor them further in this 
way, that we honor them further by 
making sure that no more names are 
added to this list, that we close it out 
for all time so that, in the future, it 
will be a historical artifact and so that 
no one will ever die in America because 
one can’t see a doctor. 

f 

UNITED STATES POLICY TOWARD 
SUDAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, after 9 months of struggling to find 
its footing, the administration has fi-
nally unveiled its long-awaited policy 
toward Sudan. The policy looks re-
markably familiar, and it has some 
merits. Unfortunately, those merits 
are overshadowed by the prospect of of-
fering incentives and political legit-
imacy to one of the most manipulative 
and murderous regimes on the planet. 

The administration’s desire to bring 
peace and development to Sudan is 
without doubt, but the desire to strike 
a conciliatory tone without first re-
quiring that the Butcher from Khar-
toum unclench his fist and meet cer-
tain conditions has placed the U.S. in a 
position of weakness against a regime 
that has proven time and time again 
that it only responds to concrete pres-
sure. 

This man, General Bashir, is a war 
criminal; and he is responsible for the 
deaths of over 2 million people. This re-
gime, rooted in radical ideology, is re-
sponsible for the ongoing genocide 
which has claimed 300,000 lives and has 
displaced 3 million more. This cabal 
will never be a part of a real solution 
to the crisis in Darfur, and it must not 
be treated by the U.S. as a legitimate 
partner for peace. 
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There is no shortage of urgent prior-

ities in Sudan, Madam Speaker. In for-
mulating a comprehensive strategy, we 
must focus on improving humanitarian 
access and supporting the deployment 
of a fully equipped peacekeeping mis-
sion with robust rules of engagement 
to ensure civilian protection in Darfur; 

also, finding a lasting political solu-
tion to the crisis in Darfur so that the 
people languishing in camps can go 
home; 

thirdly, ensuring that the Com-
prehensive Peace Agreement is fully 
implemented while fostering genuine 
reconciliation among southerners; 

fourthly, resolving outstanding 
issues relating to contested areas, in-
cluding a demarcation on the north- 
south border; 

also, seeing free, fair and transparent 
elections in April of 2010, a referendum 
in 2011 and the results of each being re-
spected. 

We need to balance our efforts in 
Darfur with those in southern Sudan so 
that we do not sacrifice one region for 
the other. The conflicts in Darfur and 
in southern Sudan are linked, and they 
need to be treated that way. 

Critically, the United States needs a 
comprehensive Sudan policy with the 
wisdom, the foresight and the teeth 
necessary to advance our own national 
security interests while facilitating 
viable peace efforts in Sudan. I don’t 
doubt the administration has tried to 
accomplish this, but it is difficult to 
imagine a policy which presumes that 
the tiger will change its stripes simply 
because we asked. This is foolish at 
best and dangerous at worst. 

The President’s special envoy was all 
too quick to embrace as a policy vic-
tory the reintroduction of the three 
nongovernmental organizations that 
have been expelled from Sudan, but 
let’s keep in mind the situation was 
created by the callous actions of Khar-
toum in the first place and that the 
campaign of intimidation and obstruc-
tion against NGOs continues unabated. 

In rolling out this policy, Secretary 
Clinton stated, ‘‘Assessment of 
progress and decisions regarding incen-
tives and disincentives will be based on 
verifiable changes in conditions on the 
ground.’’ 

Ambassador Susan Rice then warned 
that there would be ‘‘significant con-
sequences’’ for those who failed to live 
up to their promises and that there 
would be ‘‘no rewards’’ for the status 
quo. 

b 1445 

It will be incumbent upon Congress 
to hold the administration to these 
pledges. In the interim, the U.S. must 
maintain strong sanctions on the Suda-
nese regime. U.S. leaders must refuse 
to be duped by empty gestures and win-
dow dressing designed to make us for-
get about the horror which has taken 
place in Darfur and beyond. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from Washington (Mr. INSLEE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. INSLEE addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) Mr. INS-
LEE of Washington. 

f 

ECONOMY IS NOT DOING BETTER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Madam Speaker, just 
this morning to a roomful of Members 
of Congress, Secretary of Treasury Tim 
Geithner said, and I quote, ‘‘Our econ-
omy is doing better.’’ Boy, is he out of 
touch. Let him come to Ohio. Let him 
see where our people are living and 
what we are enduring. 

Like many communities across our 
country, our region has been dev-
astated by the irresponsibility of the 
big banks where he came from. We 
have local banking institutions that 
were prudent in their lending and had 
strict underwriting. They belong to the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, 
and they have for many decades. They 
adhere to real rules and regulation, and 
they have regulators in their banks fre-
quently, and they don’t look for special 
privileges or taxpayer bailouts. 

Overall, these community banks did 
not contribute to the downfall of our 
economy, and they were not propped up 
by the Federal Government. Why is 
this important? Because locally owned 
and operated banks and credit unions 
create real economic opportunity in 
their communities across this country. 
They invest local capital. They fund 
local, small and medium-size busi-
nesses, and they are accountable to 
their customers. They know them by 
name. 

Right now, in most economically de-
pressed communities, because of what 
happened on Wall Street and the 
megabanks, credit is shut down. It’s 
hard for our small businesses to keep 
their doors open. They don’t want 
money from TARP and the Federal 
Government like the Wall Street 
banks. They just want to return to 
business as it used to be, prudent, re-
sponsible, innovative, creating local 
capital in the marketplace. 

But in America, there is no business 
as usual right now. On Monday, I met 
with many of these local bankers and 
credit unions, and what I heard makes 
me sad and makes me angry, and it 
makes me troubled for the future of 
our Nation. One banker told how he 
worked his way up in one of the big 
banks and then saw how capital moved 
away from our community to where 
that bank was headquartered. He didn’t 
want to leave our community, so he 
went to work for a local bank, where 
he has now become the head of that 
bank. 

What’s on the horizon for that insti-
tution? The FDIC fees that have to be 
paid by these local banks that didn’t do 
anything wrong are going up astro-

nomically, from maybe $37,000 or 
$40,000 a year to over $450,000 a year, 
because of what the big banks did, not 
because of what they did. Why should 
our local banks be made to pay the 
price of the excess of Wall Street? 

Credit unions, they told us one that 
had a $20,000 fee in their share insur-
ance fund. They are going up to over 
$240,000 this year. That could shut 
down credit unions across this country. 
Why? Because the ‘‘too big to fail’’ 
banks are dipping into the coffers. 
What’s happening at the local level is 
that as these higher fees have to be 
paid, those local institutions can’t 
make loans. 

I will tell you what’s going on: A fur-
ther concentration of our banking sys-
tem in the hands of too few. Five banks 
in our country now have 37 percent of 
the deposits in our Nation. What does 
that say to you? 

When will the price of credit be con-
trolled by the very few? In fact, it is 
right now. Smaller banks are drying 
up. The FDIC has had to resolve dozens 
and dozens of them, and more are on 
the chopping block. Nearly 100 banks 
have been resolved this year alone, and 
the FDIC fund has taken a serious hit. 
It is going to take a bigger hit. Now 
they are going to the healthy banks to 
try to pay for the ones that didn’t do it 
right in the first place. 

So, who should step in? Where’s Con-
gress? What are we doing? We are did-
dling at the edges rather than dealing 
with the reality of what’s happening in 
communities across this country. 

You know what? It’s time to break 
up these big financial institutions. We 
ought to take them into receivership 
like other Presidents have done in 
prior years in prior decades. We ought 
to resolve the loans on their books, and 
we ought to incentivize the part of our 
economy and those banks and credit 
unions that didn’t do anything wrong. 

That isn’t happening. ‘‘Too big to 
fail’’ has to leave our financial vocabu-
lary. It’s time to return to Banking 101. 

Wall Street was rewarded for bad be-
havior, and they have been rewarded 
for the last 15 years. They will do it 
again, and they are being rewarded 
again. So what do you think they are 
going to do again? 

No more rewards. 
Madam Speaker, the culture of greed 

and excess has to go if America is to 
survive this terrible meltdown. The big 
banks should be taken into receiver-
ship, their books resolved, and their 
burden taken off the rest of us, our fi-
nancial system and the good actors in 
it, our taxpayers, so our economy can 
grow again. Nothing else should be ac-
ceptable to the President, the Congress 
and this country. It’s long overdue to 
stop the billion-dollar bonuses and re-
store finance as usual in our country. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 
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